Application No. 10/53 1,209 Docket No.: 0033-1000PUS1 

Amendment dated April 30, 2010 
Reply to Office Action of January 7, 2010 

REMARKS 

Claims 1-10 and 12-32 are pending in this application. Claim 11 has been canceled 
without prejudice or disclaimer to the subject matter included therein. In light of the amendments 
and remarks made herein, Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the 
outstanding rejections. 

By this amendment, Applicant has amended the claims to more appropriately recite the 
claimed invention. It is respectfully submitted that these amendments are being made without 
conceding the propriety of the Examiner's rejections, but merely to timely advance prosecution 
of the present application. 

In the outstanding Official Action, the Examiner rejected claim 31 under 35 U.S.C. §101; 
rejected claims 1, 3, 4, 7-10, 13, 23, and 26-32 under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as being anticipated by 
Cortright (USP 6,828,989); rejected claim 14 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cortright; rejected claims 2, 5, 6, 12, 15-17 and 24 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cortright in view of Alexander (USP 6,988,128). Applicant respectfully 
traverses these rejections. 

Applicant wishes to thank the Examiner for indicating that claims 1 8-22 and 25 include 
allowable subject matter. 

Preliminary Comments 

Applicant wishes to thank the Examiner for the Interview conducted on March 30, 2010. 
During the Interview, the parties discussed the claimed invention with respect to the teachings of 
Cortright. The parties further discussed the definitions of object, element and procedure. Finally, 
the parties discussed a proposed amendment to claim 31. It is respectfully submitted that the 
amendments and discussions set forth herein are consistent with the discussion during the 
Interview. 
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Claim Rejections -35 U.S.C. §101 

The Examiner rejected claim 31 asserting is directed to a computer programmer se, and 
therefore not statutory. By this amendment, Applicant has amended this claim to recite an 
apparatus. Based on this amendment, it is respectfully requested that the outstanding rejection be 
withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. §102 

In support of the Examiner's rejection of claim 1, the Examiner asserts that Cortright 
discloses all of the claim elements including the determining means, as follows: 

...Cortright teaches... determining means ... (time dependent information 
elements or data objects... as time passes, and data objects are changed... the time strip is 
automatically and dynamically updated; col. 8, lines 1-17, and program modules used for 
dynamically displaying time dependent information or data objects using the dynamic 
linear time strips; col. 9, line 65-col. 10, line 2, and time strip display module; col. 10, 
lines 29-30). 

Applicant respectfully disagrees that the teachings of Cortright are sufficient to teach or 
suggest at least this claim element. 

Claim 1, as amended, clearly recites an information processing apparatus, comprising: 
determining means for determining an element or procedure of an object from a plurality of 
elements or procedures of the object based on time information associated with the element or 
the procedure, wherein each of the plurality of elements or procedures has associated therewith 
information related to time, and said determining means selecting a process at a timing of 
applying the time information based on the determined element or procedure of the object, 
wherein the object is a component of the process; executing means for executing the process 
based on the determined element or procedure of the object by said determining means; and 
object management means storing said object for managing its operation and status; wherein in 
the object to be processed by said information processing apparatus, multiple different time- 
restricting conditions may be imposed on every uniquely identifiable element or procedure 
defined in the object. 
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As can be seen from the recitation of claim 1, an object is a component of a selected 

process. The determining means determines an element or procedure of an object based on time 

information associated with the element or procedure. Multiple different time time-restricting 

conditions may be imposed on every uniquely identifiable element or procedure defined in the 

object. 

In contrast, the disclosure of Cortright is directed to a graphically represented dynamic 
time strip for displaying user-accessible time-dependent data objects. At col. 8, lines 2-23, 
Cortright discloses as follows: 

A dynamic time strip according to the present invention is a linear graphical strip 
comprising graphical representations of time dependent information elements or data 
objects, from at least one data store, such as, for example, an application, an electronic 
database, or a separate program. These data objects may or may not include text or 
markers to indicate the time (i.e. second, minute, hour, day and/or date) along the length 
of the strip. The text or markers for indicating time along the time strip may be regularly 
spaced, or may be tied to each individual data object. Further, the indications of time may 
be implicit or explicit. As time passes, and data objects are changed, added or removed 
from the time strip, either automatically or through user interaction via a user interface, as 
described in detail below, the time strip is automatically and dynamically updated, again 
as described in further detail below, to reflect these changes along with showing the 
passage of time... 

Further, at col. 9, line 65 through col. 10, line 30, Cortright discloses as follows: 

FIG. 2 is a general system diagram illustrating program modules used for dynamically 
displaying time dependent information or data objects using the dynamic linear time 
strip. . . 

In general, a system and process according to the present invention uses the program 
modules illustrated in FIG. 2 to automatically and dynamically display time dependent 
data objects from a data object database 210 by using a time strip display module 220 to 
dynamically display the data objects in the time strip on a conventional display device 
230. The time dependent data objects are preferably maintained in the data object 
database 210, but in one embodiment, the time dependent data objects are automatically 
retrieved from one or more electronic data sources or databases 240 using conventional 
techniques. 

Further, in one embodiment, a user interface 250 allows a user to manipulate time 
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dependent data objects within the data object database 210, such as by editing existing 
data objects, entering new data objects, or deleting existing data objects using 
conventional techniques. . . . 

The time strip display module 220 retrieves the time dependent data objects from the data 
object database 210. The time strip display module 220 then sorts the data objects in 
order of time, i.e. sequentially, using any of a number of conventional sorting techniques. 
Next, the time strip display module 220 automatically and dynamically populates the 
time strip with the sequential data objects, and provides the populated time strip to the 
display device 230 for display. 

As can be seen from this disclosure, Cortright discloses a time dependent data object that 
may be displayed on a time strip. The data object may be edited by the user. When displaying the 
time strip, the display module retrieves the time dependent data objects, sorts the objects and 
populates the time strip with the sequential data objects. 

The Examiner appears to assert that the time strip application of Cortright teaches the 
object of the claimed invention. However, as can be seen from amended claim 1, the object is 
only a component of the process. In Cortright, the object is the process, not a component thereof. 

In addition, in Cortright, a time dependent data object that may be displayed on a time 
strip. However, the data object that is displayed, arguendo, has only one time constraint. 
However, as can be seen from amended claim 1, in the object to be processed by said 
information processing apparatus, multiple different time-restricting conditions may be imposed 
on every uniquely identifiable element or procedure defined in the object. 

Thus, as agreed upon during the Interview, Cortright fails to anticipate claim 1, as 
amended, at least by failing to teach or suggest determining means for determining an element or 
procedure of an object from a plurality of elements or procedures of the object based on time 
information associated with the element or the procedure , wherein each of the plurality of 
elements or procedures has associated therewith information related to time, and said 
determining means selecting a process at a timing of applying the time information based on the 
determined element or procedure of the object, wherein the object is a component of the process ; 
executing means for executing the process based on the determined element or procedure of the 
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object by said determining means; and object management means storing said object for 
managing its operation and status; wherein in the object to be processed by said information 
processing apparatus, multiple different time-restricting conditions may be imposed on every 
uniquely identifiable element or procedure defined in the object . For at least these reasons, it is 
respectfully requested that the outstanding rejection be withdrawn. 

It is respectfully submitted that claims 2-10 and 12-29 are allowable for the reasons set 
forth above with regard to claim 1 at least based on their dependency on claim 1 . 

Claim 30 recites, inter alia, determining, on an object of which element or procedure can 
be described at least on information related to time, contents of the element or procedure of the 
object based on time information and selecting an appropriate process at a time of applying the 
time information, wherein the object is a component of the process ; performing information 
processing to execute the selected process based on the determined contents of processing; and 
performing adaptive information processing, by storing said object, managing operation and 
status, and changing contents of the element or procedure described in the object based on the 
time information; wherein in the object to be processed by said information processing 
apparatus, multiple different time-restricting conditions may be imposed on every uniquely 
identifiable element or procedure defined in the object . 

However, for similar reasons noted above with regard to claim 1, Cortright fails to teach 
or suggest these claim elements. As such, Applicant respectfully submits that claim 30 is not 
anticipated by Cortright. It is respectfully requested that the outstanding rejection be withdrawn. 

It is further respectfully submitted that claims 31-32 similarly recite this claim element. 
Thus, Cortright fails to anticipate these claims for the reasons noted above with regard to claim 
30. 

Conclusion 

In view of the above amendment and remarks, Applicant believes the pending application 
is in condition for allowance. 
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Should there be any outstanding matters that need to be resolved in the present 
application, the Examiner is respectfully requested to contact Catherine M. Voisinet Reg. No. 
52,327 at the telephone number of the undersigned below, to conduct an interview in an effort to 
expedite prosecution in connection with the present application. 

If necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in this, concurrent, and future replies 
to charge payment or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-2448 for any additional 
fees required under 37.C.F.R. §§1.16 or 1.17; particularly, extension of time fees. 



Dated: April 30, 2010 Respectfully suhj 




Catherine M. Voisinet 
Registration No.: 52,327 

BIRCH, STEWART, KOLASCH & BIRCH, LLP 
81 10 Gatehouse Road 
Suite 100 East 
P.O. Box 747 

Falls Church, Virginia 22040-0747 

(703)205-8000 

Attorney for Applicant 
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